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ON THE OMISSION OF THE SUBJECT-ACCUSATIVE 
OF THE INFINITIVE IN OVID. 

By Richard C. Manning. 

THE aim of this paper is to discover the extent to which Ovid 
allows the omission of the subject of the infinitive, and to find 
the conditions under which he allows this omission, including the 
person and number of the omitted pronoun, the tense and voice of 
the infinitive, the position and construction of the word from which 
the subject-accusative is to be supplied. 

The quotations from Ovid are in accordance with the text of the 
following editions : — 

P. Ovidius Naso. Ex Rudolphi Merkelii recognitione edidit R. 
Ehwald. Tom. I. Leipzig: Teubner, 1888 (Amores, Medicamina 
•Faciei Femineae, Ars Amatoria, Remedia Amoris). 

P. Ovidi Nasonis Heroides. Edidit H. S. Sedlmayer. Leipzig : 
Freytag, 1886. 

P. Ovidi Nasonis Metamorphoseon Libri XV. Edidit A. Zingerle. 
Leipzig: Freytag, 1884. 

P. Ovidi Nasonis, Fasti, Tristium Libri, Ibis, Epistulae ex Ponto, 
Halieutica, Fragmenta. Edidit O. Gtithling. Leipzig : Freytag, 
1884. 

The arrangement of my material is to some extent the same as 
Anton Funck's in his article on ' Die Auslassung des Subjekt-pro- 
nomens im accusativus cum infinitivo bei den lateinischen Komikern,' 
in Fleckeisen's Jahrbucher, 1880 (121. 725). 

In the. prose passage in which Seneca (Controversiae, 2. 2. 9) 
professes to quote from Ovid (he says, 'haec illo dicente excepta 
memini'), there is an instance of omitted subject-accusative after 
doleo. 

This paper deals only with passages in Ovid where the subject of 
the infinitive is omitted ; but the construction is only half understood 
when these passages are not minutely compared with those other 
passages where the pronoun that is the subject-accusative of the 
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infinitive might have been omitted, but is not, — compared verb by 
verb, tense by tense, person by person. 



Some of the cases in which the infinitive is used without an ex- 
pressed subject require little more than passing notice. 

With impersonal verbs the infinitive, if it merely involves an in- 
definite subject, and refers to no special person or persons, is regu- 
larly used without an expressed subject ; there are, moreover, with 
impersonal verbs, many cases where it is impossible to tell whether 
the subject of the infinitive is conceived as definite or indefinite. 
Therefore I shall, in general, take into consideration only such of 
these verbs as are the equivalents of verbs of knowing and the like 
(such as liquet, constat). It is, however, to be observed that, even 
when the subject of an infinitive which is used in connection with an 
impersonal verb is not expressed, a predicate noun or adjective 
stands in the accusative (or occasionally the dative; see below). 
This predicate accusative is used by Ovid in the following passages : — 

With est, in phrases like satis est, est aliqitid, and the like, — 

Met. 5. 528: quantum est 

esse lovis fratrem. 

Her. 14. 4: est mihi supplicii causa, futsse fiiam. 

Also Met. 3. 283; 12. 93; 13. 319; Fas. 6. 27; Tr. 1. 2. 56; 4. 1. 70; 
4. 6. 30; 5. 14. 25; Pon. 2. 7. 65; 4. 6. 32. 

With vacatur,— Met. 15. 256: 

nascique vocatur 

incipere esse aliud, quam quod fuit ante, morique, 

desinere iliitd idem. 

With praestat, — Her. 14. 7: 

esse ream praestat, quam sic placuisse parenti. 

With nocet, — Met. 1 . 661 : 

sed nocet esse deum. 
Also Met. 9. 479. 

With prodest, — Utr. I. 48; Met. 11. 320. 

With iuvat, — Tr. 4. 3. 56: 

tempus ubi est, quo te — nisi non vis ilia referri — 
et diet, memini, iuvit et esse meum ? 
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Other instances are : — 

With iuvo, — Met. 13. 964; Fas. 6. 589. 

With decet, — Her. 19. 144; Tr. 1. 1. 3; 1. 1. 10; Pon. I. 6. 20. 

With paenitet, — Pon. 2. 3. 14: 

gratis paenitet esse probam. 
Also Her. 7. 134. 

With piget, — Her. 14. 14 ; Met. 1 1 . 778 (the manuscripts vary) . 
With pudet, — Met. 7. 617 ; Tr. 4. 3. 52 ; Pon. 4. 8. 14. 

The accusative of the pronoun, in several of the examples cited 
above (e.g. Tr. 4. 3. 56), is the object ; a second accusative as sub- 
ject of the infinitive is, of course, quite unnecessary in most cases ; it 
is, however, necessarily used in the following passage : — 

Tr. 2. 70: 

fama Iovi superest : tamen hunc sua facta referri 
et se materiam carminis esse iuvat. 

Instances in Ovid in which a predicate noun or adjective is 
attracted to the dative are few in number, but are found with various 
verbs. As they are so few, and as the fluctuations of the manuscripts 
in some passages between the dative and the accusative are interest- 
ing, I quote them all : — 

Am. 1. 6. 23 : 

redde vicem meritis, grato licet esse, quod optas. 

It is remarkable that here the attraction is caused by an unex- 
pressed dative. 

Her. 14. 64 : quo mihi commisso non licet esse piae. 

Tr. 3. 11. 21 : in causa facili cuivis licet esse disertum. 

The manuscripts vary between disertum and diserto, and to some 
extent even between cuivis and quemvis. 

Tr. 5. 2. 6: an magis infirmo non vacat esse mihi? 
Am. 3. 2. 8 : ergo illi curae contigit esse tuae? 

Met. 11. 219: 

siquidem Iovis esse nepoti 
contigit haud uni, coniunx dea contigit uni. 

The reading nepotem is also found. 
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Met. 8. 68 1 : 

vobis inmunibus huius 

esse mali dabitur. 

Met. 8. sss : 

nzcfortibus illic 
profuit armentis, nee equis velocibics esse. 

When two infinitives of the same construction are closely con- 
nected, the natural arrangement in prose and poetry alike is, of 
course, to express the subject-accusative with the first and leave it 
unexpressed with the second. In a few passages of Ovid's verse the 
subject is expressed with the second only of two infinitives ; they are 
as follows : — 

Met. 7. 748 : 

orabam veniam et peccasse fatebar, 

et potuisse datis simili succumbere culpae 

me quoque muneribus. 

Met. 15. 480: 

in patriam remeasse ferunt, ultroque petitum 
accepisse Numam populi Latialis babenas. 

Met. 14. 231 : 

ille refert [line 223], 

socios [line 229], 

. . . dempsisse ligamina ventis : 

cum quibus isse retro, per quas modo venerat undas, 

Aeoliique ratem portus repetisse tyranni. 

Her. 19. 24: 

posse quidem, sed te nolle venire queror. 

Met. 15. 410: 

alternare vices et, quae modo femina tergo 

passa marem est, nunc esse marem miremur hyaenam. 

Tr. 1. 9. 64 : 

ergo ut defend! nullo mea posse colore, 
sic excusari crimina posse puto. 

Here the adjective is with the first infinitive, the noun with the 
second. 

Ibis 87 : 

quaeque precor, riant : ut non mea dicta, sed ilia 

Pasiphaes generi verba fuisse putet. 
The first infinitive is itself omitted. 



Omission of the Subject- Accusative. 121 

Fas. 4. 804: 

num tamen est vero propius, cum condita Roma est, 

transferri iussos in nova tecta Lares 
mutantesque domum tectis agrestibus ignem 

et cessaturae supposuisse casae, 
per flammas saluisse pecus, saluisse colonos ? 

Saluisse pecus is a secondary idea. The last line is equivalent to 
per flammas saluisse cum pec ore colonos. 

But the passages that form the special subject of consideration are 
those in which the subject-accusative is entirely omitted, and of 
primary importance among these are those in which the infinitives 
depend on verbs (or equivalent expressions) of knowing, of saying, 
or other verbs of similar construction, with which the connection 
between the infinitive and the accusative is a close one. These are 
the examples, therefore, that require particular attention. They 
divide themselves into two classes : Class I., comprising examples 
in which the (unexpressed) subject of the infinitive and the subject 
of the verb on which the infinitive depends refer to the same person ; 
Class II., containing the examples in which there is a change of 
subject. 

Class I. 

The instances where the omitted subject of the infinitive and the 
subject of the verb on which the infinitive depends are the same can 
be conveniently classified according to the person and number of the 
omitted pronoun. 

a. In the first person singular occur : — 

Pon. 4. 1. 5 : 

sive trahis vultus, equidem peccasse fatebor. 

Met. n. 453: 

sed tibi iuro 
per patrios ignes, si me modo fata remittent, 
ante reversurum, quam luna bis inpleat orbem. 

A. A. 2. 171 : 

nee puto nee sensi tunicam laniasse, sed ipsa 
dixerat. 
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Met. 14. 844: 

quae si modo posse videre 
fata semel dederint, caelum accepisse videbor. 

Here the usual reading is videbor, but there is manuscript authority 
iorfatebor, which Merkel adopts. 

Tr. 5. 10. 48 : 

quod patriae vultu vestroque caremus, amici, 
atque hie in Scythicis gentibus esse queror. 

The text is uncertain. 

Also, with fateor, — Met. 6. 357; Fas. 4. 321 ; Tr. 5. 5. 63. 
With confiteor, — Met. 7. 164. 
With profit eor, — Am. 1. 7. 33. 

In the first person plural no instances of the omission of the pro- 
noun are to be found. 

b. In the second person singular occur : — 

Am. 3. 14. 15: 

quae facis, haec facito ; tantum fecisse negato. 

Met. 6. 41 : 

neve monendo 
profecisse pntes, eadem est sententia nobis. 

Her. 4. 176: 

addimus his precibus lacrimas quoque : verba precantis 
perlegis : et lacrimas finge videre meas. 

Rem. 540: 

iam quoque, cum credes posse carere, mane. 

A. A. 2. 349 : 

cum tibi maior erit fiducia, posse requiri, 

cum procul absenti cura futurus eris, 
da requiem. 

Here tibi erit fiducia is practically equivalent to some such form 
as credes. 

Also, with nego, — Am. 1. 4. 70; Met. 2. 693; Fas. 6. 557 (the text is 
not certain). 

With puto, — Met. 10. 354. 
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With fateor, — Am. 3. 14. 37; A. A. 2. 591 ; Pon. 4. 3. 19. 
With queror, — Fas. 2. 855 ; 6. 473. 

There are no instances to be quoted for the second person plural. 

c. In the third person singular are found : — 
Met. 6. 601 : 

ut sensit tetigisse domum Philomela nefandam, 

horruit. 

A. A. 3. 733 : 

ille, feram vidisse ratus, iuvenaliter artus 
corripit. 

Met. 2. 599 : 

dominoque iacentem 
cum iuvene Haemonio vidisse Coronida narrat. 

Met. 7. 832 : 

saepe tamen dubitat sfieratqaz miserrima falli. 

Met. 11. 74: 

utque suum laqueis, quos callidus abdidit auceps, 
crus ubi commisit volucris, sensitque teneri. 

It is also possible to refer teneri, not to volucris, but to crus, in 
which case the omitted pronoun would be id. 

Met. 10. 132 : 

et ut saevo morientem vulnere vidit, 
velle mori stattiit. 

Velle could also be interpreted as a complementary infinitive. 

Also, with nego, — Am. 3. 14. 5 ; Met. 14. 151 ; Fas. 6. 336 ; Pon. 1. 7. 54, 

though nego can in this last place be taken in the sense of ' refuse,' 
as well as in that of ' deny.' 

With fateor, — Met. 11. 134; 12.407; Tr.2.449; Pon. 1. 1. 51 ; 4.5.31. 

With puto, — Her. 18. 32; Met. 9. 459. 

With sentio, — Tr. 4. 1 . 46. 

With queror, — Her. 9. 43. 

With profiteor, — Fas. 5. 671. 

With iuro, — A. A. 1. 425. 

With refero, — Tr. 5. 4. 22. 
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With credo, — Am. I. 8. 71. 
With indignor, — Met. 1 1 . 787. 

d. For the third person plural occur the following examples : — 

Met. 2. 389: 

omnesque dei non posse fatentur . 

Am. 1. 2. 18: 

acrius invitos multoque ferocius urget, 
quam qui servitium ferre fatentur, Amor. 

Met. 3. 573 : 

Bacchum vidisse neganmt. 

A. A. 2. 558: 

peccent, peccantes verba dedisse putent. 

Her. 16. 261 : 

quae mihi non aliud, quam formidare, hciitae, 
orantis medias deseruere preces. 

There are in all, then, 53 examples of this construction in Ovid, 
all but 5 of them in the singular. It occurs with 18 different verbs; 
the ones with which it occurs as many as four times are fateor (r4), 
nego (9), puto (6), queror (4), and sentio (4). More than half the 
examples (27) have the perfect active infinitive (the perfect passive, 
on the other hand, is not found at all in this construction). There 
are 18 occurrences of the present active and 2 of the future active 
(A. A. 1. 425 and Met. n. 453), both of them with the verb iuro, 
5 with the present passive infinitive (Am. 1. 8. 71 ; Met. 7. 832 ; n. 
74; 11. 787; Fas. 6. 473). The verbs fateor and nego, which, as 
has just been seen, have a special tendency toward the simple infini- 
tive, i.e. the infinitive and the main verb represent actions of the 
same person, show also a marked preference for the perfect tense 
of the infinitive; of the 14 instances of the construction with fateor 
10 have this tense, and all 9 of the instances with nego. Closely 
parallel to this mode of expression are the common English idioms 
' I admit having done so ' and ' I deny having done so.' It is 
noteworthy that the verbs video and scio, which are frequently found 
in Ovid with the accusative omitted when the infinitive denotes the 
action of another subject, are not found in this construction when 
the subject of the infinitive is the same as that of the leading verb. 



Omission of the Subject- Accusative. 125 

This is perhaps because other constructions are often used instead 
of the accusative and infinitive with video and scio, when the accusa- 
tive would be the same as the subject of these verbs. The accusative 
and infinitive, however, occur with scio in the following passages : 
A. A. 2. 247; Met. 10. 427 ; 15. 142. Examples of the same sort 
with video have thus far eluded search. 



Class II. 

The extent and variety of the examples included in Class II., that 
is, those in which the subjects of the infinitive and the verb on which 
it depends are not the same, will be most clearly seen by a classifica- 
tion according to the construction and position of the word from 
which the subject of the infinitive is to be supplied. 

a. The omitted subject is often the antecedent of a relative clause, 
which more usually precedes the infinitive, but sometimes follows it. 
In the latter case the infinitive is usually accompanied by a predicate 
word in the accusative (though not at Her. 21. 25 and Met. 2. 393). 
It will be seen that the instances in the neuter are particularly 
numerous. 

(1) Neuter singular : — 

Her. 4. 133: 

Iuppiter esse pium statuit quodcumque iuvaret. 

Her. 17. 130 : 

nam mea vox quare, quod cupit, esse neget ? 
Pon. 2. 4. 15 : 

quod tu Iaudabas, populo ftlacuisse putabam. 

Also, Am. 2. 2. 14; A. A. 3. 720; Met. 3. 417 (bracketed by some 
editors); 15. 263; Tr. 3. 5. 28; 4. 7. 11; 5. 13. 19. 

(2) Neuter plural : — 
Pon. 4. 3. 58: 

tu quoque fac timeas, et quae tibi laeta videntur, 
dum loqueris, fieri tristia posse puta. 

Ibis n 27 : 

certe ego, quae voveo, superos motura putabo. 
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Her. 20. 242 : 

effigie pomi testatur Acontius liuius, 
quae fuerint in eo scripta, fuisse rata. 

The comma is sometimes placed after eo. 

Also, Am. 3. 14. 45 ; Met. 4. 476. 

(3) Masculine singular : — 
Met. 2. 393 : 

turn sciet, ignipedum vires expertus equorum, 
non meruisse necem, qui non bene rexerit illos. 

Fas. 3. 804: 

viscera qui tauri flammis adolenda dedisset, 
sors erat, alternos vincere posse deos 

Tr. 5. 8. II : 

vidi ego naufragium qui mersit in aequora mergi. 

The manuscripts vary. 
Pon. 4. 13. 27 : 

nam patris Augusti docui mortale fuisse 

corpus, in aetherias numen abisse domos : 
esse parem virtute patri, qui frena coactus 
saepe recusati ceperit imperii. 

(4) Masculine plural : — 

Met. 8. 220 : 

quique aethera carpere possent 
credidit esse deos. 

Her. 21. 25: 

iamque venire videt, quos non admittere durum est. 

(5) Feminine singular : — 
Met. 9. 724: 

quamque virum putat esse, vimm fore credit Ianthe. 

Met. 1. 586: 

quam non invenit usquam 
esse putat nusquam. 

A. A. 3. 715: 

iam iam venturam, quaecumque erat Aura, putabas. 
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Tr. 4-3- 17: 

non mentitura tu tibi voce refer : 
esse tui memorem, de qua tibi maxima cura est. 

The passage just quoted is the only one of all these (1 out of 26) 
in which the relative is neither nominative nor accusative. 
(6) Feminine plural : — 

Am. 3. 12. 38: 

Protea quid referam Thebanaque semina, dentes ; 

qui vomerent flammas ore fuisse boves, 
flere genis electra tuas, Auriga, sorores, 
quaeque rates fuerint, nunc maris esse deas. 

b. Sometimes the antecedent, instead of being made the subject 
of the infinitive, is incorporated in the relative clause : — 

Met. 15. 363 : 

nonne vides, quaecumque mora fluidove calore 
corpora tabuerint, in parva animalia verti ? 

Her. 1. 74: 

quaecumque aequor habet, quaecumque pericula tellus, 
tam longae causas suspicor esse morae. 

Met. 15. 133: 

inponiqwe. suae videt inter cornua fronti 
quas coluit fruges. 

Pon. 2. 2. 68: 

tempus adest aptum precibus ; valet ipse videtque, 
quas fecit vires, Roma, valere tuas. 

c. The omitted subject-accusative is sometimes to be supplied 
from an accusative used in another part of the sentence as the 
subject of another infinitive: — 

Am. 1. 2. 12 : 

vidi ego iactatas mota face crtscere flammas 
et vidi nullo concutiente mori. 

Tr. 1. 2. 40: 

nescit in immenso iactari corpora ponto, 
nescit agi vends, nescit adesse necem. 



128 Richard C. Mantling. 

Pon. 1.7. 70: 

et mala Nasonem, quoniam meruisse videtur, 
si non ferre doles, at meruisse dole. 

Fas. 5. 167 : 

ora micant Tauri septem radiantia flammis, 

navita quas Hyadas Graius ab imbre vocat. 
pars Bacchum nutrisse putat, pars credidit esse 

Tethyos has neptes Oceanique senis. 

In this example it is to be noted that the subject is expressed only 
with the second' of the two infinitives, though for the first it can be 
easily supplied from the preceding sentence. 

Tr. 1. 1. 19: 

vivere me dices, salvum tamen esse negabis : 
id quoque, quod vivam, munus habere dei. 

Here we have three infinitives, of which the first, with a subject, 
depends on dices ; the second, without a subject, on negabis ; while 
the third, also without a subject, depends on the positive idea ex- 
pressed in dices and implied in negabis. 

Tr. 3. 7-9 = 

vivere me dices, sed sic, ut vivere nolim, 

nee mala tam longa nostra levata mora, 

et tamen ad musas, quamvis nocuere, reverti, 

aptaque in alternas cogere verba pedes. 

The pronoun serves as subject-accusative of three infinitives, vivere, 
reverti, and cogere, but the last two are separated from the first by an 
interposed infinitival clause with a subject of its own. 

Also, Met. 9. 259; Pon. 1. 5. 77; 4. 6. 50; 4. 9. 99. 

d. More frequently it happens that the omitted subject-accusative 
has already been expressed as the direct object of a verb : — 

Met. 10. 256: 

oscula dat reddiqae putat. 
Pon. 2. 8. 9: 

est aliquid spectare deos et adesse putare. 

Met. 3. 245 : 

et velut absentem certatim Actaeona clamant — 
ad nomen caput ille refert — et adesse queruntur, 
nee capere oblatae segnem spectacula praedae. 
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Met. 15. 851 : 

natique videns bene facia fatetur 
esse suis maiora. 

Her. 21. 223 : 

si me nunc videas, visam prius esse negabis. 

Tr. 1. 1. 14: 

neve liturarum pudeat ; qui viderit Mas, 
de lacrimis facias sentiat esse meis. 

Met. 11. 438: 

quo magis hos novi, — nam novi et saepe paterna 
parva domo vidi — magis hoc reor esse timendos. 

Hoc is the accepted reading, though there is manuscript authority 
for hos. 

Met. 15. 278: 

et Mysum capitisque sui ripaeque prioris 
paenituisse ferunt, alia nunc ire, Caicum. 

This is the usual punctuation. If the comma after ire were re- 
moved, the construction of Caicum would become undetermined. 

A. A. 2. 265 : 

adferat in calatho rustica dona puer : 
rure suburbano poteris tibi dicere missa. 

Pon. 4. 9. 45 : 

haec modo te populo reddentem iura videbit 

et se decretis finget adesse tuis : 
nunc longi reditus hastae supponere lustri 

credet et exacta cuncta locare fide : 
nunc facer e in medio facundum verba senatu 

publica quaerentem quid petat utilitas : 
nunc pro Caesaribus superis decernere grates, 

albave opimorum colla ferire bourn. 

Cernet is a variant for credet. 

Also Am. 3. 7. 75; Her. 15. 92; Rem. 226; Met. 4. 376; 8. 191; 
9- 446 ; 13. 28 ; 14. 162 ; 15. 847 ; Fas. 4. 900 ; 4. 930 ; 6. 238 ; Tr. 1. 7. 5 ; 
r - 7- 34! 2. 72; Ibis 598; Pon. 2. 2. 125; 2. 6. 24 (bracketed by some 
editors). 

e. In the following instance the subject-accusative is to be supplied 
from an accusative which comes under neither of the preceding cate- 
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gories ; that is, it is neither a direct object nor the subject of an 
infinitive. 

Met. 4. 609 : 

Acrisius superest, qui moenibus arceat urbis 
Argolicae, contraque deum ferat arma, genusque 
non putet esse Iovis. 

f. The instances in which the subject of the infinitive is to be 
supplied from a genitive, a dative, or an ablative, are very few : — 

A. A. 1. 372: 

turn de te narret, turn persuadentia verba 
addat et insano iuret amore mori. 

Fas. 3. 874: 

flebat, ut amissa gemini consorte pericli, 
caeruleo iunctam nescius esse deo. 

Met. 14. 230 : 

ille refert [line 223] 

invidia socios praedaeque cupidine victos, 

esse ratos aurum, dempsisse ligamina ventis. 

Fas. 2. 419: 

constitit et cauda teneris blanditur alumnis 

et fingit lingua corpora bina sua. 
Marte satos scires : timor afuit. 

Met. 5. 471 : 

illo forte loco dilapsam in gurgite sacro 
Persephones zonam summis ostendit in undis 
quam simul agnovit, tamquam tunc denique raptam 
scisset, inorriatos laniavit diva capillos. 

g. There are many cases, on the other hand, where the subject of 
the infinitive is to be supplied from a preceding nominative : — 

Tr. 1. 2. 20: 

me miserum, quanti montes volvuntur aquarum! 

iam iam tacturos sidera summa putes. 
quantae diducto subsidunt aequore valles ! 

iam iam tacturas Tartara nigra putes. 

Tr. 3. 7.40: 

sunt tibi opes modicae, cum sis dignissima magnis : 
finge sed innumeris censibus esse pares. 
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Met. 6. 442 : 

vel soror hue veniat ! redituram tempore parvo 
promittes socero. 

Met. 10. 27 : 

vicit Amor, supera deus hie bene notus in ora est, 
an sit et hie, dubito. sed et hie tamen auguror esse. 

Also Am. 3.6. 36; Her. 11.87; 2 °- : 54; A. A. 3. 153; 3. 288; Met. 3. 
453 ; 4- 272 ; 6. 583 ; 7. 378 ; 9. 507 ; 10.255; "-546; H.718; 14-488; 
Fas. 2. 405; 3. 658; 4. 316; 5. 634 (bracketed by some editors); 6. 434 
(also suspected by some editors) ; 6. 704 ; Tr. 1 . 7. 24 ; 3. 4. 66 ; 5. 6. 25 ; 
Pon. 1. 3. 88; 1. 6. 4; 1. 9. 3; 3. 3. 74; 3. 5. 10; 4. 13. 6. 

h. It is noteworthy that, in two instances, the omitted subject- 
accusative is represented by a nominative in the following clause : — 

Tr. 5. 10. 5: 

stare putes, adeo procedunt tempora tarde. 

Met. 6. 269 : 

lacrimaeque suorum 
tam subitae matrem certain fecere ruinae, 
mirantem potuisse, irascentemque, quod ausi 
hoc essent superi. 

i. The subject-accusative is sometimes to be supplied from a rela- 
tive whose nominative antecedent is unexpressed : — 

Am. 3. 9. 46: 

avertit vultus, Erycis quae possidet arces : 
sunt quoque, qui lacrimas continuisse negant. 

A. A. 2. 522: 

dicta erit isse foras, quam tu fortasse videbis : 
isse foras et te falsa videre puta! 

Here the peculiar repetition is responsible for the construction. 

j. Or the nominative, though expressed at some distance, may be 
only implied in the sentence in which the infinitive stands : — 

Met. 9. 38 : 

tile cauis hausto spargit me pulvere palmis 
inque vicem fulvae tactu flavescit harenae. 
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et modo cervicem, modo crura micantia captat, 
aut captare putes. 

Also Am. 2. 4. 16; Her. 21. 199; Met. 7. 380 (the text is uncertain); 
Fas. 6. in. 

k. Or more frequently, as would naturally be expected, the nomi- 
native is not expressed at all, but is to be inferred from the form 
of the finite verb : — 

Her. 20. 91 : 

ipsa tibi dices ' quam patienter amat ! ' 
ipsa tibi dices, ubi videris omnia ferre. 

Am. 1. 11. 13 : 

si quaeret quid agam, spe noctis vivere dices. 

A. A. 1. 470: 

si non accipiet scriptum inlectumque remiiiet, 
lecturam spera propositumque tene. 

Also Am. 2. 7. 8; A. A. 1. 668; Her. 3. 113; Met. 1. 614; 6. 23; 
8. 114; 14. 650; 14. 842; Fas. 5. 376; 6. 393; Tr. 5. 9. 35 (where the 
text is uncertain) . 

/. When the subject of the infinitive is itself not expressed, and 
there is no noun which serves as its 'antecedent,' its grammatical 
form is sometimes indicated by an adjective or by the participle con- 
tained in the infinitive : — 

Met. 8. 251 : 

sacraque ex arce Minervae 
praecipitem misit, lapsum mentitus. 

Fas. 6. 447 : 

me miserum! dubitatis? ait. dubitare videbat 
et pavidas posito procubuisse genu. 

Met. 14. 203 : 

et iam prensurtim, iam nunc mea viscera rebar 
in sua mersiirum. 

Also Rem. 770; Fas. 3. 606; Pon. 3. 2. 82. 

With these cases should be compared those where an adjective or 
participle so nearly approaches the character of a substantive as to 
be itself regarded as the subject of the infinitive : — 
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Pon. 1. 9. 8: 

ante meos oculos tamquam praesentis imago 
haeret, et exstinctum vivere fingit amor. 

Also Met. 7. 577 ; 8. 743. 

m. The omitted accusative can sometimes be supplied from a 
word of slightly different grammatical form : — 

Met. 1. 162: 

sed et SUSz. propago 
contemptrix superum saevaeque avidissima caedis 
et violenta fuit : scires e sanguine natos. 

Fas. 6. 505 : 

quaerit ab his Ino, apz.z. gens foret. Arcadas esse 
audit. 

A. A. 3. 167: 

femina procedit densissima crinibus emptis 

proque suis alios efficit aere suos. 
nee pudor est emisse : palam venire videmus. 

n. In 

Am. 1. 13. 47: scires audisse : rubebat, 

and 

Am. 1. 12. 2 : infelix hodie littera posse negat, 

the prominent position of the heroine of the elegy in the poet's 
thoughts is more effectively brought out by the omission of any word 
expressly referring to her. Somewhat similar instances are : — 

Met. 1 . 242 : 

occidit una domus : sed non domus una perire 
digna fuit : qua terra patet, fera regnat Erinys. 
in facinus iurasse putes. dent ocius omnes 
quas meruere pati, sic stat sententia, poenas. 

AlsoTr. 3. 5. 53: 

spes igitur superest, facturum, ut molliat ipse 
mutati poenam condicione loci. 

Here, however, the reading facturum is thought not to be free 
from doubt. 
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This completes the list of instances in which the omitted subject 
of the infinitive is not the same as the subject of the verb on which 
the infinitive depends. Their number is 146. In about seven cases 
out of eight the subject of the infinitive is to be supplied either from 
a nominative (which is itself sometimes unexpressed), or from an 
accusative which is the subject of an infinitive or the direct object of 
a verb. 

When these passages are classified according to the person and 
number of the omitted pronoun, the result is as follows : 

In nine instances the pronoun of the first person singular is omitted, — 

Am. 1. 11. 13 ; 2. 7. 8 ; Her. 21. 223 ; Tr. 1. 1. 19; 1. 1. 20 ; 3. 7. 9; 
5-9-35 (text uncertain); Pon. 4. 6. 50; 4. 9. 99. 

In not one case is the pronoun of the first person plural omitted. 
In the second person singular four instances, — 

Her. 3. 113; A. A. 1. 372; Met. 14. 842; Pon. 4. 9. 45. 
For the second person plural only one instance, — 

Tr. 3. 4. 66 : 

vos quoque pectoribus nostris haeretis, amici, 

dicere quos cupio nomine quemque suo. 
sed timor officium cautus compescit, et ipsos 

in nostro poni carmini nolle puto. 
ante volebatis, gratique erat instar honoris 

versibus in nostris nomina vestra legi. 

Even here it is possible to supply a verb of the third person from 
suo, but because of the preceding verb haeretis and the following 
volebatis such a construction seems less natural. 

The remaining 132 instances are all of the third person, 27 in the 
masculine singular, 36 in the feminine singular (a notably larger 
number than in the masculine), 19 in the neuter singular, 19 in the 
masculine plural, 11 in the feminine plural, and 20 in the neuter 
plural. It was found impracticable to distinguish between persons 
and things, or between things animate and things inanimate, as, in 
the Metamorphoses especially, the dividing line between these cate- 
gories is often far from clear. 

There are also a number of passages where an indefinite id, refer- 
ring not to a word but to a clause, is to be supplied as the subject of 
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an infinitive, and other passages where the infinitive is impersonal, 
and no subject is to be supplied : — 

A. A. 1. 316: 

adspice, ut ante ipsum teneris exultet in herbis ! 
nee dubito quin se stulta decere putet. 

Tr. 4-9-4: 

fac modo, te pateat paenituisse tui. 

Met. 2. 788: 

successurumque Minervae 
indoluit. 

Successurum is the accepted reading, though the manuscripts differ. 
Tr. 5. 7. 26: 

carmina quod pleno saltari nostra theatro 
versibus et plaudi scribis, amice, meis. 

Met. 15. 388: 

et genus omne avium mediis e partibus ovi, 
ni scirti fieri, quis nasci posse putaret? 

Fas. 3. 168 : 

si licet occultos monitus audire deorum 
vatibus, ut certe fama licere putat. 

Also Am. 3. 7. 46; Her. 5. 40; 17. 34; A. A. 1. 426; 1. 637; 2. 592; 
Met. 3. 639; 11. 788; 14. 725 ; 15. 278; Pon. 1. 1. 58; 1. 9. 24; 2. 5. 16; 
4- 5- !3- 

For the sake of convenience a summary is made of the number of 
times the various pronouns are omitted : — 

Pronoun Omitted. Class I. Class II 

1st sing 10 

1st plur o 

2d sing 14 

2d plur o 

3d sing 24 

3d plur 5 

53 

The classification according to the voice and tense of the infinitive 
is as follows — the classification being made according to the meaning 



ASS II. 


Total. 


9 


19 








4 


18 


1 


1 


82 


106 


5° 


55 


146 


199 
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of the form, so that deponent verbs are regarded as actives, and 
meminisse is grouped with the present infinitives : — 

Mood and Tense. Class I. Class II. 



pres. act. . 
perf. act. . 
fut. act. . 
pres. pass, 
perf. pass, 
pass, periphrastic 



Class I. 
18 

28 
2 

5 
o 
o 

53 



8i 
26 
11 
10 
16 
2 

146 



Total. 
99 
54 
13 

15 

16 

2 

199 



Esse is not expressed in any of the 13 instances in which the 
subject of the future active infinitive is omitted ; in 1 1 of the exam- 
ples we find the simple future participle ; and fore in the other two 
(Met. 9. 724; A. A. 1. 425). 

In the perfect passive infinitive the unaccompanied participle is 
found in 1 1 of the 16 cases, esse is expressed four times, andfuisse once. 
In the five passages in which the full form is used, the infinitival 
element always occupies the same position in the verse, which is, in 
one instance, the hexameter, in the other four, the pentameter : — 

Her. 21. 223 : 

si me nunc videas, visam prius esse negabis. 

Fas. 3. 874: 

caeruleo iunctam nescius esse deo. 

Fas. 4. 930: 

adstrictum longa sentiat esse mora. 

Tr. 1. 1. 14: 

de lacrimis factas sentiat esse meis. 

Tr. 1. 7. 24: 

pluribus exemplis scripta fuisse reor. 

The same rule holds true in one of the two instances where esse is 
combined with the gerundive : — 

Met. 1 1 . 438 : 

parva domo vidi — magis hoc reor esse timendos. 

The other example has esse in the fourth foot : — 

Tr. 1. 7.34: 

si praeponendos esse putabis, habe. 
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We have seen that in the compound forms of the infinitive, esse 
and the subject-accusative are often omitted, and the participle only 
is expressed ; in a similar way we, in several cases, find a predicate- 
adjective or predicate-noun, in the accusative, standing alone, without 
infinitive or subject-accusative. The construction with two accusa- 
tives and no infinitive is plainly the original one after verbs of know- 
ing and the like ; but it is impossible to tell how far the Romans of 
the classical period realized this, and to what extent they thought 
that such expressions involved the ellipsis of an infinitive. The 
passages concerned are as follows : — 

Fas. 6. 335 : 

dubium, nymphamne putaret 

an scierit Vestam. 

Am. 3. 7. 83: 

neve suae possent intactam scire ministrae. 

Her. 16. 309: 

nee, si bona magna putaret, 
quae tenet, externo crederet ilia viro. 

A. A. 2. 597: 

ista viri captent, si iam captanda putabant. 

Also, with puto, — Am. 2. 8. 14; Met. 1. 502; 7. 69. 
With credo, — A.. A. 2. 287; Pon. 2. 7. 11. 
With reor, — Her. 5. 145 ; Met. 4. 674. 
With experior, — Ibis 322 : 

quosque putas fidos, ut Larissaeus Aleuas 
vulnere non fidos experiare tuo. 

With dico, — A. A. 2. 646: 

omnibus Andromache visast spatiosior aequo : 
unus, qui modicam diceret, Hector erat. 

With fateor, — Met. 4. 736 : 

gaudent generumque salutant 
auxiliumque domus servatoremque fatentur 
Cassiope Cepheusque pater. 
Also Met. 12. 596. 
With profiteor, — A. A. 1. 181 : 

primisque ducem profitetur in annis 
bellaque non puero tractat agenda puer. 
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With queror, — Her. 7. 30 : 

non tamen Aenean, quamvis male cogitat, odi ; 
sed queror infidum questaque peius amo. 

With mentior, — Met. 9. 707 : 

iussit ali mater puerum mentita. 
With Jingo, — Rem. 504 : 

qui poterit sanum finger e, sanus erit. 

The following is an alphabetical list of the verbs and equivalent 
expressions with which Ovid, as shown in quotations and citations 
above, omits the subject of the infinitive. The number of instances 
that occur with each verb is also given : — 



arguo . . 






1 


(Pon. 4. 6. 50) 


audio . . 






1 


(Fas. 6. 505) 


auguror . . 






1 


(Met. 10. 27) 


cerno 






1 


(Met. 4. 376) 


comperio 






1 


(Pon. 3. 2. 82) 


confiteor 






1 


(Met. 7. 164) 


credibile est 






1 


(Tr. 2. 72) 


credo 






10 




dico . . 






6 




doceo . 






1 


(Pon. 4. 13. 27) 


doleo 






1 


(Pon. 1. 7. 70) 


fateor 






18 




fero . . 






2 


(Met. 15. 278 ; Fas. 6. 434) 


fiducia est 






1 


(A. A. 2. 349) 


fingo . . 






6 




gaudeo . 






2 


(Met. 11. 546; Fas. 4. 900) 


indignor 






1 


(Met. n. 787) 


infitior . 






1 


(Pon. 1. 3. 88) 


iuro . . 






3 




latet . . 






1 


(Pon. 4. 13. 6) 


liquet 






5 




loquor . 






1 


(Her. 16. 261) 


memini . 






1 


(Fas. 6. 238) 


mentior . 






2 


(Met. 1. 614; 8. 251) 


miror 






• 3 




mirum . 






2 


(Met. 6. 583; 11. 731) 


narro 






1 


(Met. 2. 599) 


nego . . 






• 17 




nescio . 






1 


(Tr. 1 . 2. 40) 
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nescius . 








2 


probo . 






1 


profiteor 






2 


promitto 






1 


puto . . 






45 


queror 








8 


refero 








3 


reor . 








6 


scio . 








8 


sentio 








• 9 


sors est 








1 


spero 








2 


spes . 








2 


statuo 








2 


suspicor 








1 


testor 








1 


video 








13 


200 


Deduct ... 1 


Total 








■ 199 



(Met. 7. 380; Fas. 3. 874) 

(Tr. 3- 5- 28) 

(Fas. 5. 671 ; Am. 1. 7. 33) 

(Met. 6. 442) 

22 % of the whole number. 



(Fas. 3. 804) 

(A. A. 1. 470 ; Met. 7. 832) 

(Fas. 6. 393; Tr. 3. 5. 53) 

(Her. 4. 133; Met. 10. 132) 

(Her. 1. 74) 

(Her. 20. 242) 



for passage inserted twice (A. A. 2. 171). 



All the passages that have, as yet, been taken into consideration 
are such as are used with verbs of " knowing," of " saying," of " per- 
ceiving," or other similar verbs, with all of which the connection 
between the infinitive and the accusative is a close one. With many 
verbs, however, the accusative has no such close union with the in- 
finitive, and differs only to a slight extent from an ordinary object- 
accusative. Verbs of this latter class are readily and often used with 
the infinitive and no accusative. Here, however, no attempt must 
be made to treat this topic ; we must rather turn to the consideration 
of passages in which Ovid combines the infinitive with a predicate- 
nominative, where in prose a predicate-accusative would have been 
the natural construction. 

With verbs indeed that are followed sometimes by the accusative 
and infinitive and sometimes by the complementary infinitive, it 
causes no surprise when a predicate-nominative appears, — as in the 
following examples with gaudeo and despero : — 



A. A. 1. 345: 



quae dant quaeque negant gaudent tamen esse rogatae. 
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A. A. i. 295 : 

Pasiphae fieri gaudebat adult era tauri. 

Fas. 5. 241 : 

cur ego desperem fieri sine coniuge mater 
et parere intacto, dummodo casta, viro. 

Ovid also combines precor and posco with the predicate nominative 
and infinitive, somewhat after the analogy of verbs of wishing : — 

Her. 5. 158: 

sed tua sum tecumque fui puerilibus annis 
et tua, quod superest temporis, esse precor. 

Pon. 1.7.6: 

ecquis in extremo positus iacet orbe tuorum, 
me tamen excepto, qui precor esse tuus. 

Met. 8. 697 : 

esse sacerdotes delubraque vestra tueri 
poscimus. 

In connection with these should be cited : — 

Fas. 4. 381 : 

dux mihi Caesar erat, sub quo meruisse tribunus 
glorior ; 1 

for the principle of construction with glorior is practically the same 
here as that with gaudeo. A more remarkable example is : — 

Pon. 1. 5. 66 2 : 

hoc, ubi vivendum est, satis est, si consequor, arvo 
inter inhumanos esse poeta Getas. 

Sometimes the nominative and infinitive is used with verbal phrases 
containing a noun, such phrases being in meaning equivalent to verbs 
that govern the simple infinitive : — 

Am. 2. 19. 14: 

A! quotiens finxit culpam, quantumque licebat. 
insonti, speciem praebuit esse nocens. 

Speciem praebuit = visa est or simulavit. 
Am. 2. 4. 14: 

spemque dat in molli mobilis esse toro. 



1 Cf. Hor. Epod. 11. 23. 2 Cf. Cic. de. or. 1. 150. 
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Different from these and much more difficult is : — 

Tr. 2. 10: 

deme mihi studium, vitae quoque crimina denies, 
acceptum refero versibus, esse nocens. 

Here the metre is largely responsible for the nominative, as, indeed, 
it is to greater or less extent in all the examples. 

A very strange construction, and unjustifiable except on metrical 
grounds, is found at 

Tr. 4-3. 51 ^ 

me miserum, si turpe putas mihi nupta videri. 

Specially interesting are the instances where verbs that usually 
govern the accusative and infinitive are found with an infinitive and 
predicate-nominative, evidently in imitation of the Greek. This 
nominative is sometimes a noun or adjective, sometimes the participle 
contained in the infinitive. This is not the place to discuss the 
origin and character of the construction, as Ovid yields one example 
only for each of these classes. They are, with predicate noun in 
the nominative : 2 — 

Met. 13. 142 : 

sed enim, quia rettulit Aiax 
esse Iovis pronepos, nostri quoque sanguinis auctor 
Iuppiter est. 

With the perfect participle in the nominative (and esse unex- 
pressed) 3 : — 

Met. 9. 546: 

pugnavique diu violenta Cupidinis arma 
effugere infelix, et plus, quam ferre puellam 
posse putes, ego dura tuli. superata fateri 
cogor, opemque tuam timidis exposcere vatis. 



1 But compare Lucan. 9. 1038 : 

utque fidem vidit sceleris tutumque putavit 

iam bonus esse socer, lacrimas non sponte cadentis 

effudit. 

2 Cf. Cat. 4. 2; Verg. Catal. 8. 2; Hor. Ep. 1. 7. 22; Verg. Catal. 11. 24; 
Prop. 3. 6. 39. 

3 Cf. Verg. Aen. 2. 377. 



